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Abstract

Interactions between galactic cosmic rays and matter are a primary focus of the NASA
radiation problem. The clectromagnetic forces involved are for the maost part well doc-
wmmented. Building on previous rescarch. this study investigated the relative importance
of the weak forces that occur when a cosmic ray impinges on different types of materi-
als. For the familiar clectromagnetic case. it s knoun that encrgy lost in the form of
radiation is more significant than that lost via contact collisions; the rate at which the
energy is lost is also well understood. Similar results were derived for the weak foree
case. It was found that radiation is also the dominant maode of energy loss in weak
force interactions. and that weak force effects are indeed relatively weak compared with

clectromagnetic cffects.
1. Introduction

When a fast-moving charged particle passes through matter, it. loses energy and slows down.
There are two ways it can lose energy. It can either lose kinetic energy dnring collisions with
other particles or lose energy in the form of radiation. During any given collision, the incident
particle will transfer some of its kinetic energy to other particles and thereby undergo an accel-
oration. It is known that whenever a charged particle is accelerated, it radiates electromagnetic
(EM) encrgy. This tvpe of radiation is roferred to as bremsstrahlung (braking radiation) because
it was first observed in experiments where high-energy electrons were stopped in a thick metallic
target. The theory of energy loss by moving charges is well understood for EM interactions. One
important result from these studies is that for nonrelativistic particles, the energy lost in the form
of bremsstrahlung is negligible compared with the kinetic energy loss, whereas for relativistic par-
ticles. bremsstrahlung can be the dominant form of energy loss. This paper addresses the physics
of energy loss by high-energy cosmic rays as they travel through bulk matter, such as the wall of
a spacecraft or the Earth’s atmosphere. Thus, the bremsstrahlung processes were of central concern.

For most macroscopic particle phenomena, such as the passage of a high-energy particle through
bulk matter, energy transfer via EM processes is usually the most significant channel, but contribu-
tions from weak force processes can sometimes play the dominant role. The purpose of this project
is to generalize the analysis of energy loss by charged particles via EM interactions to that via weak
interactions. In particular, one quantity was sought after for both bremsstrahlung and collisional
energy loss mechanisms — stopping power (SP), dE\adiation /dX. The SP is the energy lost by the
incident particle per unit path length traversed. The SP generally depends on the energy, mass and
charge of the incident particle, and the density and charge of the target material,



2. Method

2.1. Previous research

The method used here to find the SP via weak interactions for the two types of energy-loss
mechanisms was to follow the well-documented formalism for similar EM processes. The reason for
this approach was that the equations for weak interactions differ from those for EM interactions by
only two parameters: the charge Q of the particle undergoing the acceleration and the mass A of
the particle mediating the force. Formulas were appropriately generalized to cases where Q and M
differed from the EM case.

For EM interactions, (Q is the familiar electric charge, which is always an integral multiple of
the charge —e of the electron. For weak interactions, () is known as the weak charge and is only
slightly more complicated than the electric charge. In all cases, () is deduced from a knowledge
of the d-current J* = (p, f ) that describes the charge p and current J densities of the particle in
question. The correct form for J# for any given interaction is provided by the Standard Model. For
all electroweak interactions of interest, the 4-current of a point charge in motion is found to be of the
form J# (', t) = §[r(t)]q*, where 8[F(t)] is the usual Dirac delta function, which vanishes evervwhere
except at r{(t) = 0, and ¢" 1s a new quantity called the 4-charge. Generally ¢ is found to be of
the form ¢* = gy-u* + q45*, where u* and s* are the 4-velocity and normalized 4-spin, respectively,
of the particle and qi- and g4 are coefficients (the vector and axial-vector charges, respectively)
that depend on various well-known parameters (viz, electric charge, weak isospin and weak mixing
angle) that appear in the Standard Model. In a frame in which the particle’s velocity is ¢ = v2 and
spit direction is §, w* = (1, 7) and s* = y(Av, ), where v = 1/\/1 — v? is the Lorentz factor and
A = 5- 2 is the normalized helicity of the particle. Note that if the direction of “spin-up” is taken to
be 42, then A will be either +1 or —1, and, further, in the ultrarelativistic limit of interest (where
v = 1), s = A, and thus JH(r, t) = 8[F(t)|(gv + Aga)u#. Using this expression for the 4-current,
a formula for the 4-potential A* = (@, fi’), which describes the scalar @ and vector A potentials of
the point charge, was deduced (as a solution to the Proca equation). Without specifying the boson
mass A at this point, A is related to J# by the following equation:

1 . -]'“ 7 f i
AR t) /d“ﬁ——(’ i )(”ME"”. (1)

T ar 7= 7]

The primed quantities in this equation label the (differential) source charge clements. By using
the expression for J# involving the Dirac delta function, the integral is easily seen to reduce to the
d-vector expression
A'(rt) = —1——1]“—(’*“”’7“”. (2)
Am |7(1)]

Electric £ aud magnetic B fields are found from these equations in the same wav that they are in



the massless case:

L L DA(F, 1) :
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E(rt) Vo(r.t) o (3a)
B(r 1) =V x A(7'.1). (3h)

For a point charge moving at ¢ >~ 1 in the z direction the only nonvanishing components of the
£ ) )
potentials and fields, evaluated at impact parameter b, are
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where 1 = /0% + (yv1)2. The quantity of central concern to energy transport by the fields is the

—

Povnting vector, S. For massive fields traveling through a vacuuni, S ¢an be shown to be generally
of the form § = E x B + M 2p A, Clearly it will always depend quadratically on the charges.
Furthermore, as seen above, the helicity A of the point charge invariably enters into this factor. As
the usual application of any such theory is to unpolarized beams of particles, an average overall
possible helicity state of the charge is of interest. It turns out that the charge-related quantity
that appears in the final set of equations describing the distribution of bosons outside the moving
charge is the quantity ¢f- + ¢4. Q is thus defined as Q = /¢ + ¢4 Q is not the usual canonical
charge (which happens to be simply gy), as defined via the Noether prescription, so it can only be
referred to as some sort of (Lorentz invariant) effective charge. For electromagnetic interactions,
g = QPMe and g4 = 0, where ¢ = Vidma is the clectromagnetic coupling constant (a >~ 1 /137 is the
fine structure constant) and QM is the familiar dimensionless charge quantum munber for electro-
magnetic interactions (e.g., QFM = £1 for positrons and electrons, respectively). For neutral weak
interactions (mediated by Z bosons), ¢y = gz(T% — 2( EMgin? 6y-)/2 and ¢4 = —qg,T%/2, where
O ~ 28.74° is the weak-mixing angle, T3 is the third component of the vector of weak 1sospin
quantun numbers of the point charge (e.g., T® = £1/2 for neutrinos and clectrons, respectively),
and gy = ¢/ sinfy- cos By is the neutral weak coupling constant. And finally, for charged weak
interactions (mediated by W bosons), ¢+ = gw/‘z\/§ and gy = $g”-/2\/§, respectively, where
gw = ¢/ sinfy- is the charged weak coupling constant.

One guiding principle for determining M was conservation of energy and momentun. So Af =
(AE)? — (Ap)?, where AE and Ap are the energy and momentum transferred (mediated by the
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boson) in the collision, serves as a defining equation for this parameter. The boson masses are
not uniquely defined in general by this equation, however, and an additional piece of information
is needed. The Lorentz condition in momentum-space, p, 4% = 0, vields a relation between AE
and Ap’ (here p* — (AE,Ap) is the boson’s 4-momentum) that can be used to eliminate this
ambiguity. It was actually one of the more interesting results of this study that AE and Ap. (the
z-component of Ap) are found to be related to one another by way of the above-mentioned charges:
Alp.l = AE(L —=/~%) /v, where = = qaA /(g0 + Aga) is a new charge parameter. After taking the
ultrarelativistic limit, averaging overall possible helicity states of the colliding particle, and making
other slight reparameterizations that ensure A/ is Lorentz invariant and the concept of causality is
preserved (i.e., the boson travels subluminally). an equation for M was arrived at that is unique to
cach of the three types of interactions of interest. The final mass scheme is as follows:

=0 - )]

A new charge parameter, 5, appears here. It is very much like ¢ defined above, and. in fact, is
derived from £. For the photon, 4 is found to be = ¢% /(¢4 —qi) = 0, s0 that A = 0, as one might
expect. For the Z boson, n = ¢4/(qa — qv) = THT? — Q"M sin® 0y-)/2, and 1 = 2¢4/(qa T ) = 1
for the W= boson, respectively. Interestingly, the masses of the W and Z bosons do not equal
the masses predicted by the Standard Model (80.419 and 91.1882 GeV, respectively), and in fact
can be orders of magnitude different, yet the distribution functions for the bosons using this mass
scheme agree exactly with the well-known distribution functions found in the parton theorv for
clectroweak interactions. It is also noteworthy to point out that the ratio of the masses of the Z
and W bosons here is roughly the same as the ratio found in the Standard Model. For example, if
the colliding particles are either protous or clectrons, this ratio is 0.9300 here, and cos Oy = 0.8768
in the Standard Model. The other parameters found in the above equation are as follows. M ¢ is
the mass of the particle (f for fermion) that emits the boson and r = AFE/E; (E; is the energy
of the particle) is the Feynman scaling variable, which is bounded (by conservation of energy and
causality) by the inequality string no/[(ve)? + 9] < 2 < 1 — 1/4. In summary, a boson mass
scheme was derived from the basic concepts of conservation of energy aid momentum, causality,

and Lorentz invariance that uniquely specifies the masses of the equivalent bosons in the theory
developed here. Despite the fact that the boson masses here are not constant and the values of
the masses of the Woand Z bosons can be quite different than those predicted by the Standard
Model, the boson distribution functions are in perfect agreement with those in the parton theory
for electroweak interactions.

2.2. Bremsstrahlung Energy Loss

The calculation of the SP for bremsstrahlung processes involved the determination of several
mtermediate quantities. The most difficult one to derive was the frequency spectrum, @27 JdAdw,
of the field of bosous outside the charge; this quantity was referred to above as the boson distribie
tion function. d*f/d Adw represents the total amount of energy carried by the field per unit boson
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energy per area clement on the wavefront of the Lorentz-contracted E and B fields. In short, it 1s

—

the Fourier trausform of the Povnting vector S = £ x B+ AP A mentioned above.

A slight subtlety had to be addressed in deriving d?1/dAdw. EM radiation is known to be
polarized in a plane perpendicular to the direction of propagation, which means that when an EM
wave (i.e., a swarm of photons) impinges on a charged particle, the particle will only move in that
transverse plane. But radiation associated with massive bosons can exist in an additional state

longitudinal polarization, which means that the induced motion can take place in practically any
divection relative to the direction of propagation of the wave. So there are actually two different
frequency spectrum functions -one corresponding to transversely-polarized bosons (designated with
a T) and the other describing longitudinally-polarized bosons (designated with an L); it can be
shown that only the T boson states contribute to the bremsstrahlung process.  The frequency
spectrum for T boson states 1s

MEn - RN (©)
where R )
Iy = (2;2()3 SIYTZ—:{—] = ¢onst (7)
and

K| is a modified Bessel function of the second kind, of order 1, b is the impact parameter in the
collision, and w = AF is the angular frequency of the boson.

Next, the radiation cross section (RCS), dx/dw, which convevs the probability for a boson
with a specified energy to be emitted from one charge and subsequently absorbed by another,
was determined. It is, in a crude sense, the product of d°J/dAdw and another cross section, the
scattering cross section (SCS), do/d€), all integrated over a solid angle of 47 steradians and the
(infinite) arca of the wavefront of Lorentz contracted E and B fields. The SCS can be thought of
as the time average of the probability for the incident charge to be deflected into a certain specified
direction during the collision with another charge. For the EM case, this quantity is referred to
as the Thomson scattering cross section (TSCS). A generalized version of it was derived here from
first principles:

do (qim'idvnl )2 (qt arget )2 1 2 QAT
— : (1 082 ) oMY, 9]
du MR 2 (L cos®0).« )

(Gineident )~ 15 Q? for the incident particle (e.g., the incident cosmic ray), (Graree )~ 18 Q7 for the target
particle (e.g., an atom in the spacecraft wall), V' is the velocity of the pulse of bremsstrahlung radi-
ation emitted, and @ is the scattering angle of the pulse of bremsstrahlung radiation emitted. The



formula reduces to the familiar Thomson formula when the charges are set to the electric charge e,
and A 18 set to zero.

After these two guantities determining dy /dw were identified, it was found that, unlike the
traditional RCS, the generalized RCS could not be a simple product of the two above-mentioned
terms. After ironing out this technicality, a final formula was found for the generalized RCS that
immediately vields a generalized version of the SD:

d\ 16 1 ((Iin(‘i(lent )2 ((Itargot )2 F; 52 -9 —oAnl
= . IS K2(€)e 2
dw 3 V22 A[fz . @3 Ki(€)e ) (10)

bimin

where by, is the minimum impact parameter effective in the collision. A detailed analysis shows
that, for any of the three types of electroweak interactions of interest, the overall behavior of the
RCS is dominated by the w — 0 limit. Given that the energv AFE of the boson that mediates the
interaction is related to w via the equation AE = w, it can be said that the nonrelativistic bosons
(Le., those with AE < Ey, or o < 1) contribute the most to the generation of bremsstrahlung. The
boson mass scheme then implies that those bosons with A/ < M make the greatest contribution.
As such, the choice of by, for the massive mediator cases should he exactly the same as that made
for the photon case. It is easily worked out that b, = 1 /2M v is the appropriate choice. The
generalized SP cannot be cast into a simple compact formmula and necessarily involves a two-fold

integral:
(]Ehrmu r o ([\
—_— =N lw— 11
dX / (ujduf (1)
0

where N is the number density of atoms in the target material, and w,,., is the maximum angular
frequency (allowed by conservation of energy) of the mediating boson.

In contrast to the above equation, the formula for the traditional (massless mediator) SP is a
one-dimensional integral. Numerical methods were needed to solve the integrals. Numerical con-
vergence of the integral expression for the RCS was assured by comparing the numerical result with
the expected analytic result for the photon-mediated bremsstrahlung process. The same integra-
tion step size was then used to calculate the RCS for W- and Z-boson-mediated interactions. As
mentioned above, the SP was then determined by performing one more integral, nsing the same
mtegration step size as before. For ultrarelativistic cosmic rays (in the complete screening limit),
the RCS turned out to simply be a constant (independent. of the energy of the cosmic rayv) for the
photon case, and very nearly a constant for the W- and Z-boson cases. As such, the SP is the
product of the RCS, the density of the bulk matter, and the energy of the cosmic ray.

Written in another more intuitive way, the energy E(X) of the cosmic ray can be shown to be
. - - _Y\/Y . .
related to the distance traversed X as: E(X) = Eye~Y/Yo. Here, E, is the energy of the cosmic

ray as it enters the material and X is a parameter known as the radiation length. The radiation
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length is the distance it takes for the particle’s energy to fall to 1 /e of its initial value. According
to an oversimplified analysis (found in the literature) of EM bremsstrahlung emitted by an electron
traversing three different possible materials (lead, aluminun, and air), Xy is about 0.4 cm for lead,
7 em for aluminmm. and 270 m for air. These results were verified, and corresponding values of X
for both W- and Z-boson-mediated processes were determined. For lead, Xy was found to be 45
m and 7.9 cm for the W- and Z-boson cases, respectively; for alumnimun, X, was found to be 20
m and 3.3 m for the W- and Z-boson cases, respectively: and for air, X, was fonud to be 20 km
and 14 km for the W- and Z-hosou cases, respectively. As can he gleaned from the above formula,
smaller values of X, correspond to greater amounts of energy lost in the form of bremsstrahlung,.
So clearly, the greatest amount of bremsstrahlung energy is carried away by photons and the least
amount is carried away by W-bosons. In fact, the proportions of bremsstrahlung energies carried
away by these three particles can be easily determined. If an clectron is the incident cosmic ray
(traveling at any speed), the photon 7- boson : W-boson ratios of bremsstrahlung enecrgy loss are

roughly 1: 1072 : 107" for lead, 1: 102 : 10~ for aluminum, and 1:1072: 1077 for air.

The cases considered in this study assume the cosmic ray to be an clectron because electrons
are the most officient. of all cosmic rays in emitting bremsstrahlung,. As a rule of thumb, greater
amounts of bremsstrahlung will be produced by cosmic rays with higher charge-to-mass ratios
traveling through materials with greater charges. The most efficient. scenario turns out to be an
electron traveling through a dense material such as lead. In figure 1, a comparison is made between
the fraction of cosmic ray energy lost and bremsstrahlung associated with the tlree clectroweak
hosons for a 500 GeV clectron traveling through a 0.4 cm slab of lead. As alluded to above, the
energy lost to W- and Z-boson bremsstrahlung is a mere 0.01 and 4 percent, respectively, of that lost
to EM bremsstrahlung. So, it can be reasonably stated that the overwhelming amount of energy
lost in the formi of bremsstrahlung is carried away by photons.

2.3. Collisional Energy Loss

The calculation of the SP for collisional energy loss processes was easier than that for
bremsstrahlung processes.  Standard Methods (in particular, Fourier analvsis) were emploved to
find the amount of energy E transferred to an electron orbiting an atom in a grazing collision with
a fast-moving (incident) charge,

A[)J,miu
YA

1 ill(‘i( el 2 eleciron 2 - y
E:___((I 1 1) ((11 1 ) [51\1(5)]g+

8m? Mojecrron0*0?

ER(E)) ¢ (12)

. 2 .
where Ap i = w/vv, App = \/Uz + (ApLmim)”, and & = bAp, . It was a simple matter to
convert this generalized E into a generalized SP. The SP found for these collisional processes was
much simpler in form than that for bremsstrahlung processes; unlike the bremsstrahlung case, the
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SP here reduced to a simple compact formula, albeit quite complicated:

AT 2 2
(]Evoll - I N ((]in('idvm) ((1(‘11«117.“)

1 R (o) Ky(¢
dX in Mectron oK (0)Ky(0)
1 A 2 (13)
1L min D oy roy
B 5 L= "\,A])A_ CD []\1(@) _I\“(C))]

where ¢ = b5, Ap . When Q) is set to the electric charge and M is set to zero, the formula reduces
to the familiar traditional version.

One of the main goals of this paper is to compare the amount of energy lost via this mechanism
with that lost via bremsstrahlung for the three different tvpes of eclectroweak interaction. It is
known that the former energy loss mechanism dominates the latter for slower moving clectrons.
Again, an clectron is taken to be the incident cosmic ray particle because it is the most efficient
of all particles at radiating energy. Specifically, it is known that collisional cuergy loss dominates
bremsstrahlung energy loss if the relativistic factor 4 (energy-to-mass ratio) of the cosmic ray is
less than about 20 if the bulk matter through which the electron travels is lead, and 200 if the
material is air. These thresholds (for EM processes) were verified in the present analysis, though
the values found were abont 17 and 170, respectively, and correspouding ones were found for W-
and Z-boson processes. In lead, the threshold value of 4 was found to be about 8.4 x 10* and 17
for W- and Z-hoson processes, respectively. In air, the threshold value of ~ was found to be abont
5> 10" and 1 x 10% for W- and Z-hoson processes, respectively. The results, assuming the cosmic
ray to be an electron and the target to be made of lead, are shown in figure 2, where the ratio of
the SP for the bremsstrahlung process over that for collisional energy loss process is plotted against
~. The threshold above wherein bremsstrahlung dominates collisional energy loss corresponds to 1
along the y-axis. This threshold is clearly surpassed for all three types of electroweak interactions
above collision energies corresponding to v = 10°. The conclusion to be drawn from these results.
then, is the fact that for ultrarelativistic cosmic rays, where v is typically greater than about 108,
the dominant energy loss mechanism is most assuredly bremsstrahlung, instead of collisions, for all
three types of clectroweak interactions.

3. Conclusions

In summary, the stopping power for a cosmic ray traveling through bulk matter was derived tak-
ing into account both collisional and Bremsstrahlung energy-loss mechanisms. Numerical routines
were used to evaluate the stopping power for different scenarios. In all cases, the cosmic ray was
assumed to be an electron, and three different possible materials were considered as the bulk mat-
ter: lead, aluminum, and air. One major result of the project was that bremsstrahlung dominates
the collisional energy-loss mechanism for the ultrarelativistic cosmic rays of interest for all three
different types of electroweak interactions. The other major result showed that the bremsstrahlung
associated with W- and Z-bosons only enters as a correction at the 1-percent level to clectromag-
netic bremsstrahlung. This latter result is the more important one for the purposes of fignring out

3



the influence that the most energetic forms of space radiation have ou humans. It shows that weak
force effects can he safely ignored compared with similar electromagnetic effects.
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